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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is in response to an AMENDMENT made by the 
Applicant entered on June 7, 2006. 

2. The Office Action of April 1 3, 2006 is incorporated into this Final Office 
Action by reference. 

Status of Claims 

3. Claims 1, 2, 4, 7, 9, 10, 12, 14-18, 20-22 and 24 have been amended. 
Claims 1-25 are pending on this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless (b) the invention was patented or described in a 
printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more 
than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Croy (US Patent Application #09/832,323, referred to as Croy). 
Claims 1 and 9 

Croy anticipates a software product for dynamically applying content 
management rules (Croy: Abstract), comprising a set of computer instructions stored on 
a computer readable medium, executable by a computer processor to: 

receive a user interaction based on a first set of content (Croy: page 1 , par 1 1 , L 
1-17; page 1 , par 5; page 5, par 53, L27-35; page 6, Claim 1 , L3-21 ; EN: presenting a 
display or submission form to a user to input data is a first set of content); 
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determine an applicable content management rule to the user interaction based 
on a state of a rule condition (Cray: page 4, par 44, L 1-1 0; page 5, par 53, L28-38, Fig. 
10; EN: determining if the data submitted complies with the rules is determining an 
applicable content management rule); and 

execute said applicable content management rule to dynamically affect 
subsequent content to be viewed by the user (Croy: page 1 , par 1 1 , L1-17; page 5, par . 
53, L14-38, Fig. 10; EN: presenting a different ^display to the user if compliance with the 
rules is obtained). 
Claims 2 and 10 

Croy anticipates determining an applicable content management rule based on 
metadata associated with said rule condition (Croy: page 3, par 41 , L 1-1 1 ; page 4, par 
44, L1-10; page 5, par 50; page 5, par 53, L20-22; EN: the different data submitted by the 
user and the data needed by the rules is metadata. Determining if data complies with the 
rules is determining an applicable rule condition). 
Claims 3 and 11 

Croy anticipates the metadata is one of user metadata, content metadata, rule 
metadata or system metadata (Croy: page 4, par 44, L1-10; EN: content metadata). 
Claims 4, 12 and 24 

Croy anticipates the rule condition represents a metric and wherein the set of 
computer instructions are further executable by a computer processor to determine an 
applicable content management rule by comparing the metric to a goal (Croy: page 4, 
par 44, L 1-10; page 5, par 53, L27-38, Fig. 10; EN: the metric is the format of the data, 
the goal is that the data submitted complies with the required format). 
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Claims 5 and 13 

Cray anticipates the rule condition is represented by an object accessible by the set 
of computer instructions (Croy : page 4, par 43; page 4 par 44 L 1 -6; page 5, par 53, L20- 
22, Figs. 2-4 and 6; EN: the rules are stored in a database which is accessible by 
computer instructions). 
Claims 6 and 14 

Croy anticipates the computer instructions are further executable to make a 
call for the object to access the rule condition (Croy: page 5, par 53, L20-38, Fig. 10; 
EN: accessing the database). 
Claims 7, 16 and 18 

Croy anticipates the computer instructions are further executable to generate a 
second set of content responsive to the user interaction if an applicable content 
management rule to the user interaction is determined and generate a third set of 
content, which is distinct from the second set of content, if an applicable content 
management rule to the user interaction is not determined (Croy: page 5, par 53, 
L20-38; Fig. 10; EN: if the validation is positive (content management rule is determined) 
submit data and execute the transaction, if it is negative (content management rule is not 
determined) return an error message). 
Claims 8 and 25 

Croy anticipates the computer instructions are further executable to update the 
state of the rule condition (Croy: page 2, par 32, L9-1 1 ; Figs. 3-4; EN: refreshing the 
rules is updating). 
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Claims 15 and 22 

Croy anticipates generating a second set of content (Croy: page 5, par 53, 
L20-26). 
Claim 17 

Croy anticipates receive a set of user interaction data based on a 
particular user's interaction with a first set of content Croy: page 1, par 11, L 1-17; 
page 5, par 53, L27-35; page 6, Claim 1 , L3-21); determine an applicable content 
management rule to the set of user interaction data based on metadata, wherein the 
metadata is associated with the content management rule (Croy: page 3, par 41, L 
1-11; page 4, par 44, L1-1 0; page 5, par 50; page 5, par 53, L20-22; EN: the data 
submitted is metadata and determining if it complies with the rules is determining an 
applicable content management rule); and if an applicable content management rule is 
determined, execute a first action specified in the rule to the set of user interaction data 
to affect subsequent content to be viewed by said user (Croy: page 1, par 11, L1- 
17; page 5, par 53, L14-38, Fig. 10; EN: if the data complies with the rules, a different 
display is presented to the user). 
Claim 19 

Croy anticipates the first set of content, second set of content and third set of 
content comprise web site content (Croy: page 1, par 10; page 5, par 53, L26-38; 
Figs. 5, 7-8 and 10). 
Claim 20 

Croy anticipates compare a trigger in the user interaction data to criteria in the 
content management rule (Croy: page 4, par 44, L 1-10; page 5, par 53, L27-38, Fig. 



Application/Control Number: 10/723,954 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2129 

10; EN: the trigger is the format in the data input by the user); and if the trigger meets the 
criteria, executing a second action defined in the content management rule (Croy: 
page 5, par 53, L14-38, Fig. 10). 
Claim 21 

Croy anticipates the second action further comprises sending a notification 
to an administrator (Croy: page 3, pars 38-39; page 4, par 45, L1-4; page 5, par 53, 
L20-38; EN: the display is an administrative tool, the user is an administrator. The 
second action is the error message given to the user). 
Claim 22 

Croy anticipates the second action comprises generating new content for 
presentation to the user (Croy: page 1 , par 1 1 , L1-17; page 5, par 53, L26-38; Fig. 
10). 

Claim 23 

Croy anticipates the metadata represents a metric associated with a 
business process (Croy: page 1, par 5; page 4, par 44, L1-10). 

Response to Applicant's arguments 
Claim Rejections ■ 35 USC § 101 

5. In light of the amendments made, the rejection under 35 USC § 1 01 have 
been withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The Applicant's arguments regarding the rejections under 35 USC § 102 
have been fully considered but are not persuasive. 
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In reference to Applicant's arguments: 

In contrast, Croy appears to disclose methods and systems for executing 
electronic transactions. The rules with which the invention of Croy is concerned 
pertain to validating data received from a user via a web-page user interface. For 
example, paragraph [0044] of Croy recites, °[f]or example, if a form on the web 
site requires name, zip code, and phone in a format, the rules can check 
submitted data to ensure that it is properly formatted for submission". The rules 
appear to provide a way of pre-validating data as to data format for submission to 
a destination web site where a transaction will occur (see, e.g., Croy, paragraphs 
[0044] - [0046]). In other words, Croy's rules are not content management rules 
and the execution of Croy's rules does not seem to directly dictate or affect 
subsequent content to be viewed by the user, as recited in Claims 1, 9, and 17. 
At least for the foregoing reason, Croy is submitted to be distinguishable from 
Claims 1, 9, and 17 under 35 U.S.C. § 102. Claims 2-8, 10-16, and 18-25 depend 
from Claims 1, 9, and 17, respectively, and are therefore patentably distinct from 
Croy for at least the same reasons. Accordingly, withdrawal of this rejection is 
respectfully requested. ^ 
Examiner's response: 

Croy discloses a method that receives data from a user and depending on 
compliance with a rule, a display is presented to a user (Croy: page 1, par 11, 
L1-17; page 5, par 53, L9-38). This is consistent with the definition of content 
management rules provided in the specification of the present application on 
paragraph 6 where it states: "Content management applications determine which 
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content is displayed on a web page. Some current content management systems 
use simple rules based approaches. In a rules based approach, a rule defines a 
set of criteria and one or more actions to be taken based on whether or 
not the criteria are met. A rule is executed when a particular predefined trigger is 
received. Triggers can be arbitrarily defined based on interactions of a user 
with a web site". Thus, when given the broadest reasonable interpretation to the 
definition given in the specification, the method of Cray discloses rules that can 
be considered content management rules. 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Correspondence Information 

8. Any inquires concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Omar F. Fernandez Rivas, who may be 
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reached Monday through Friday, between 8:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. EST. or via 
telephone at (571) 272-2589 or email omar.fernandez rivas@uspto.gov. 

If you need to send an Official facsimile transmission, please send it to 
(571) 273-8300. 

If attempts to reach the examiner are unsuccessful the Examiner's 
Supervisor, David Vincent, may be reached at (571) 272-3080. 

Hand-delivered responses should be delivered to the Receptionist @ 
(Customer Service Window Randolph Building 401 Dulany Street Alexandria, VA 
22313), located on the first floor of the south side of the Randolph Building. 



Omar F. Fernandez Rivas 
Patent Examiner 
Artificial Intelligence Art Unit 2129 
United States Department of Commerce 
Patent & Trademark Office 
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